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We were asked to consider the advisability 
of pursuing several L&M patents and/or patent applications. 
What follows is a technical opinion and must be weighed 
against the potential cost. 
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In the filter area, "the tow-in-tow" and 1 ’ 

"tube-in-tow" patents are worth pursuing because they 
appear to produce a slightly lower CO value. This 
lowering is only 0.5 mg but may be capable of being 
maximized with greater understanding of the phenomenon. 
The "pocket filter" appears to be a less expensive method 
to incorporate granules in a filter than the system 
currently used in Lark. 

In the flavor area, the L&M application #139 
should be pursued and practiced avidly. This was the 
recommendation of Frank Daylor, our Flavor Development 
Manager. 


The above is for your information and will be 
discussed at our U.S.A. Patent Meeting. 
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